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‘World Order’ brings chaos 

Scarcely a day has passed during the last 
month without the front pages of the 
majority of newspapers and the priority 
spots in TV news broadcasts not being 
dominated by the developing catastrophe of 
the Kurds trying to flee Iraq. In all this, the 
familiar ‘liberal conscience’ has had a field 
day, hectoring us on our ‘duty’ to give aid 
to the Kurdish refugees and, in many cases, 
to support renewed military action against 
the Iraqi Government which, naturally, is 
blamed for the entire business. 

While no person with civilised instincts 
can derive any pleasure from the sight of the 
suffering Kurds, nothing could be worse, in 
the face of this gruesome scenario, than for 
us to allow our attitudes on the matter to be 
shaped by the hyped-up emotion currently 
being generated by the mass media. We 
have got to take a careful, cool look at the 
present Middle Eastern drama, and under- 
stand it as part of a much bigger historical 
drama enveloping the entire planet as we 
move towards the end of the 20th century. 
And we must base our judgements, not on 


spontaneous feelings prompted by heart- 


rending film shots of helpless children and 
old folk stranded in the mountains — natural 
though such feelings may be, but on a 
strictly rational appreciation of the forces at 
work leading to these people's plight and the 
part played by those forces in the power- 
politics of our times. 

The first observation that has to be made 
of the present situation in Northern Iraq is 
that it scarcely corresponds to President 
Bush's rhetorical vision of a ‘New World 
Order' that was supposed to justify recent 
US and British operations in the Gulf area. 
Numerous perceptive commentators on the 
Middle Eastern scene have warned us that, 
though military victory over the Iraqi forces 
might not be difficult to achieve (as has 
proved the case), the problems likely to 
follow such a victory could be of an 
immensity far outweighing those involved in 
actual Gulf War operations. It is not taking 
long for this to be proved the case either, as 
the current Kurdish crisis overwhelmingly 
exemplifies. 

The people of the western nations who 
elect prime ministers and presidents are 
entitled to expect their chosen leaders to be 
men (or women) capable, before making big 
decisions of policy, to sit down and carefully 
think through the various possibilities that 
might be consequential on their actions. This 
is not to demand that such leaders be 
crystal-ball-gazers able to predict exactly the 
result that will follow their every move on 
the national or international stage, but it is to 
suppose that those moves will be preceded 
by some measured analysis of likely permut- 
ations of future developments. Perhaps it is 
being wise after the event to say that the 
present Kurdish crisis could have been 


foreseen in every detail before operations 


against Saddam Hussein were mounted. But 
it certainly took no genius nor clairvoyance 
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KURDISH GIRL IN DISTRESS 
Her misery is the direct result of western 
meddling in the Middle East 


Gore 


to appreciate that the almost certain result of 
those operations would be greater destabil- 
isation rather than stabilisation, greater 
suffering rather than a reduction of 
suffering, greater conflict rather than lesser 
conflict. 

The prognosis might have gone a step 
further. Would it not have been reasonable 
for our leaders and their panels of ‘experts’ 
to have anticipated that the decisive military 
defeat of Saddam Hussein would be followed 
by turmoil within Iraq involving a probable 
revolt against Saddam's Government, and 
that the Kurdish minority would be likely to 
be in the forefront of those engaged in such 
a revolt? Presuming this, did those leaders 
and 'experts' really imagine that Saddam 
would react against such a challenge to his 
authority with the kid gloves of a British 
establishment reacting to bombings in 
Northern Ireland? Anyone. supposing that 
would demonstrate a lack of understanding 
of Middle Eastern politics and of Arab 
psychology that is almost beyond belief. In 
other words, what is now happening to the . 


. Kurds, if not 100 per-cent predictable as a 


consequence of the Gulf War, was very 
largely predictable, and ought certainly to 
have been seen as one of the probable event- 
ualities on offer. 

This is what makes the current rantings 
and ravings of western politicians against 


Saddam Hussein so repulsively hypocritical. 
Just what did they expect from their decision 
to ‘go in’ — the benign calm of a vicarage 
garden party? 

The hypocrisy is seen as compounded 
when we consider that the brutalities now 
being inflicted by the pro-Saddam forces 
upon the Kurds and other dissident elements 
in Iraq are almost certainly no greater than 
would be inflicted by the latter on the 
former were the situation reversed and the 
rebels getting the better of the conflict. This 
was clearly seen in numerous cases of what 
happened to Iraqi soldiers in Kuwait who did 
not get out fast enough when the ordered 
withdrawal took place. It is not particularly 
Saddam Hussein and his henchmen who act 
rough against those who oppose them; that is 
the way quarrels are customarily fought out 
in that part of the world. 

In summary, what we have as a conse- 
quence of the decisions of the upholders of 
“World Order’ is yet more confusion and 
chaos, as the western conscience wrestles 
with itself over what to do about the Kurds 
in a situation that could well have been 
avoided if the West had not chosen to 
meddle in the Gulf but had left the 
contending Arab parties to resolve matters in 
their own way and between themselves. 

It may seem harsh at this moment to say 
so, but that is precisely how the West should 
react to the new crisis over the Kurds. It 
should stifle the itch to meddle. Above all it 
should stifle the impulse to assume that all 
of us — Britons, Americans and Europeans 
— now have a solemn duty to feed and 
succour the Kurds and, as seems virtually 
certain as the next development, to open our 
doors to them and provide them with havens 
in our own homelands. 

This is said, as has been indicated, in no 
spirit of pleasure at the sufferings of the 
Kurdish innocents; it is said simply in 
realistic recognition of the nature of the 
world we live in. 


Next move in the 
power game? 

None of the foregoing should be taken to 
mean that there is an absence of calculation 
at work in current media hysterics over the 
plight of the Kurds. When we read that there 
is pressure upon President Bush and Premier 
Major to send forces into Iraq to intervene 
on the Kurds’ behalf, what we are really 
witnessing is agitation, not to help the 
Kurds, but to use the crisis as an excuse to 
do what many powerful people would have 
preferred to have had done at the end of the 
recent war: send the forces in to,get rid of 
Saddam Hussein. As this magazine has 
constantly reiterated, the real reason why the 
West went in to ‘liberate’ Kuwait, while 
failing to take similar action to liberate 
numerous other small states that have been 
th; victims of aggression by larger 
neighbours, was that the Saddam Gover- 
ment of Iraq was an inconvenience to the 
lords of the 20th century financial global 


imperialism that today lurks behind the 
fashionable euphemism of ‘New World 
Order’. From this it would be logical that, 
following the defeat of the Iraqi forces in the 
Gulf War zone, the US and its allies should 
have proceeded into Iraq, occupied Baghdad 
and desposed Saddam, then installed a 
puppet government there thoroughly 
amenable: to the desires of their internat- 
ionalist lords and masters. 

Why they did not do this is at present a 
matter of some considerable speculation and 
debate, and it is not a matter on which we 
would at this stage venture a dogmatic 
opinion. 

Ivor Benson, writing in his monthly news- 
letter Behind the News, is a commentator on 
the present Middle Eastern scene to whom 
we pay a great deal of attention and whom 
we have quoted liberally in recent months. 
In last month's issue he attempted to answer 
the vital question concerning this halting of 
operations against Saddam Hussein, saying:- 


"Exact predictions are seldom possible 
because ofthe innumerable imponderables, 
but those who have watched power politics 
down the years and know what steps are 
needed to meet the requirements of a 
planned *New World Order' are never 
taken wholly by surprise; hence our remark 
last month that ‘a chastened Ba'th Party, 
with or without Saddam Hussein,’ might be 
preferred to any other. 

"It would now appear that among the 
innumerable ‘opposition’ groups inside and 
outside Iraq, not one, or any combination 
of them, could be found to replace the 
Ba'th Party with its vast and efficient 
infrastructure of population control. 
Moreover, in a country with a substantial 
Shi'ite population, if not a majority, there 
is probably no alternative to a Saddam 
Hussein regime if a Shi'ite supremacy 
linked to Iran is to be prevented. 
‘Writes the Daily Telegraph's New York 
representative: ‘President Saddam Hussein 
will be given carte blanche to deploy the 
full might of his air force to crush the 
Kurdish and Shi'ite uprisings in Iraq, if he 
accepts the swingeing conditions of a cease- 
fire agreement soon to be approved by the 
UN Security Council.' 

‘The Americans, standing in for the new 
cosmopolitan imperialism, did not have to 
wait for Saddam Hussein to accept these 
'swingeing cease-fire terms', or even for 
the Security Council to endorse them, 
because they knew that they now have him 
completely in their power and could safely 
give him carte blanche to crush all internal 
opposition and re-establish himself and his 
party in full control. What is more, they 
had taken care to leave him with enough 
armed might with which to perform that 
task.” 


President Bush, in a speech in Alabama 
on April 13th that was widely televised over 
the world’s news. networks, dismissed the 
proposition about US intervention in the 
Kurd crisis by saying:- 

“I do not want one single soldier or airman 

shoved into a civil war in Iraq that’s being 

going on for ages, and I’m not going to 
have that.” 
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If Mr. Bush's policy had, throughout the 
recent Middle Eastern conflict, been consis- 
tent with that statement, few sensible people 
would quarrel with it, for it is in fact a 
perfectly correct and rational assertion of 
what should have been the American (and 
British) attitude. But the US President has 
not been consistent. What holds good for 
what he describes as ‘‘a civil war in Iraq’’ 
holds good equally for what we should 
describe as a ‘‘civil war in the Arab 
World." In terms of vital American or 
British national interests, there is not the 
slightest difference between what is now 
going on within the borders of Iraq and what 
recently occurred between Iraq and Kuwait 
— for both issues fell wholly outside either 
the Americans' or our own legitimate sphere 
of concern. Why then the President's blatant 
humbug — why the rectitude in intervening 
in one case but not in the other? 

Mr. Benson's analysis might well provide 
the answer: the ‘cosmopolitan imperialism’ 
of which Mr. Bush is a servant required 
that Saddam Hussein’s wings be clipped to 
the extent of not allowing him to control 
Kuwait but not to the extent of ousting him 
as Iraqi leader, the reason for the latter 
being that no alternative ruling power is in 
the offing in Iraq at the present time which 
would suit the ‘New World Order’ arch- 
itects’ book. 

This could be the explanation, or at least 
part of it. It does, however, open up certain 
questions that at the moment remain unans- 
wered. | 

One of these is the question of why, if 
Saddam is preferable to any other Iraqi 
ruling power at present on offer and there- 
fore within the bounds of 'acceptability' to 


the cosmopolitan imperialists, it was so 


important to oust him from Kuwait that a 
massive commitment of military force should 
be assigned to that task. 

The other question is why most of 
Britain's mass media, which most certainly 
represent a propaganda arm of that very 
same cosmopolitan imperailism, are howling 
for British and US military action to take 
Iraq and get rid of the Saddam Government 
— all in the name of the welfare of the 
Kurds, of course! 

At the present moment we cannot claim to 
have conclusive answers to these questions, 
because, as Mr. Benson himself says, 
**innumerable imponderables’’ are involved. 
However, what might well be happening is 
that we are witnessing a scenario sympto- 
matic of the fact that the ‘New World Order’ 
is not a single and monolithic structure, with 
a completely uniform policy and will, but a 
coalition of political, financial and ideo- 
logical forces which are united in their broad 
objectives but from time to time differ 
between themselves as to the precise means 
by which these are to be attained. Indeed it 
would be difficult to see how operatives of 
a mass media who have whipped themselves, 
and whipped the public, into a demented 
fury against Saddam Hussein could overnight 

Contd. overleaf 
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be brought to accept that the new name of 
the game is that there might be bigger 
villains than Saddam who have to be dealt 
with. 

But what we also might be seeing is a 
sign of the very tensions and contradictions 
that reside within the ‘New World Order’ 
itself, a sign indeed of the impending 
disintegration of the vast super-structure of 
international liberalism that has been the 
primary ruling force within most of the 20th 
century — a disintegration that gathers pace 
as the precepts underpinning that structure 
are increasingly contradicted by dawning 
reality. 

Future developments in the Middle East 
may supply clarification of these questions. 
For the moment, we reserve final comment. 


That programme 

A good many of our readers in the UK 
will no doubt have watched the BBC 
Panorama programme on ‘racism’ in 
Britain, screened on April 8th and 
purporting to document the activities of the 
British National Party. What can one say 
about this programme except that it turned 
out just about 100 per-cent as we we 
expected? 

In a special article from America reprinted 
elsewhere in this issue it is shown just how 
the bogy of ‘racism’ is erected by our 


modern propagandists to intimidate and 


terrify any white people who might harbour 
within their hearts the dangerously subver- 
sive idea that the multi-racial society is not 
working and should be scrapped. The tech- 
nique is of course to avoid carefully any 
rational discussion of racial differences and 
to equate ‘racism’ wholly and exclusively 
with hatred on the part of one race towards 
another. Having sown in the minds of the 
masses the thought that that is what ‘racism’ 
means, and indeed that it is all that it means, 
the propagandists then proceed to the next 
stage, which is to establish that this ‘racism’ 
is all one-way trafiic: there never is any 
such thing as non-white ‘racism’ aimed 
against Whites; there is only ever white 
‘racism’ aimed against non-Whites. This of 
course was the theme of the Panorama 
programme — with the nasty, sinister and 
awful BNP portrayed as the principal driving 
force behind the upsurge of the said white 
‘racism’. 

The programme first focused on racial 
antagonism in East London, with almost the 
entire emphasis placed on local white 
beastliness towards Asians and hardly a 
mention of any such beastliness in reverse. 
From watching, one might gain the impress- 
ion that Whites were carrying on a campaign 
of constant terror against Asians while 
Asians were behaving towards Whites with 
universal benevolence. Numerous incidents 
of white ‘racist’ attacks on Asians were 
cited, and the programme’s narrator Robin 
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Denselow made the allegation that in the 
London Borough of Tower Hamlets alone 
over the past year there had been ‘‘1,500 
cases of [racial] harassment and assault, 
directed mostly against Asians.’’ Anyone 
acquainted with the actual situation in Tower 
Hamlets will know that this is a total 
distortion of the truth. The only possible 
way in which such a statistic could be 
arrived at is by including in the classification 
of ‘harassment’ just about any unfriendly 
comment or gesture made by a White against 
an Asian to which the latter took offence, 
while ignoring the vast numbers of physical 
assaults made on Whites by Asians on the 
grounds that these, supposedly, were not 
‘racially motivated’. 

One report that was given prominence in 
the programme was that of an Asian family 
on the Isle of Dogs who, allegedly, had to 
be rehoused away from the area after the 
son had been attacked by a gang of young 
Whites at a railway station. In another tear- 
jerking sequence immediately following, 
members of an Asian family living in Poplar 
were shown relating the many ‘attacks’ and 
instances of ‘harassment’ to which they 
claimed to have been subjected. After this 
was a shot of local Asians in conference 
over how they would deal with all this white 
horridness, what with the evident lack of 
interest shown by the police. Next, a young 
Asian was shown making a statement to 
police in Plaistow in which he related how a 
gang of white youths had recently assaulted 
him. Next was another case in Plaistow, this 
time of an Asian shopkeeper who claimed 
that he had been attacked by a white 
neighbour and actually produced filmed 
‘evidence’ of the incident by way of a 
recording from his security camera. When 
the police arrived in response to his call, 
they apparently arrested, not the alleged 
white attacker, but tlie Asian shopkeeper 
himself! The programme then went on to 
relate the shopkeeper’s campaign for 
‘justice’ in the courts following the affair, a 
campaign which to date had not borne fruit 
— which left the perceptive viewer with the 
feeling that the guardians of the law 
probably had good reason for believing that 
the incident in the shop was somewhat 
different from that reported. | 

By this time many viewers must have 
found themselves asking: aren't there any 
cases of Whites who have been attacked by 
Asians? As if anticipating this, the pro- 
gramme-makers.at this point made their one 
token concession to the hitherto demonised 
white community. Shown on a ‘Rights for 
Whites’ march organised by the BNP. was 
Mr. Terry Swinney, who was reported as 
being subsequently ambushed by a gang of 
Asians when in his car. What the report 
actually said was that a brick hit the car, 
whereupon Mr. Swinney got out. ‘‘A fight 
ensued involving a whole group of Asian 
youths. He was beaten and stabbed.” 
Exactly how Panorama could describe as a 
‘fight’? what was in fact a vicious and 
unprovoked assault by an entire gang on one 


man is beyond comprehension. The pro- 
gramme also conveniently avoided mention- 
ing anything like the full extent of Mr. 
Swinney’s injuries. ‘Beaten and stabbed’ 
tells only a fraction of the story; in fact this 
local white resident was savagely mauled by 
the gang and very nearly killed. The latter 
was probably only prevented by the timely 
action of his wife, who seized the wheel of 
the car and drove it towards the mob, 
causing them to scatter before they could 
complete the job they had obviously 
intended. 

But this is not all. As well as glossing 
over the Swinney incident, the programme 
also dismissed, with what amounted virtually 
to derisiveness, the case of John Stoner, a 
white youngster who was viciously stabbed, 
and again almost killed, by a gang of Asians 
at a local school in the East End. All that 
the reporter was prepared to say about the 
Stoner affair was that a court had subse- 
quently ‘thrown out’ the case. No repres- 
entative of the white community, BNP or 
otherwise, was invited to give any further 
details which might have challenged the 
ruling of the law on this matter. Contrast 
this with the treatment of the affair of the 
Asian shopkeeper mentioned earlier, which 
clearly implied that the system of justice had 
worked against him! 

Following this, the programme transferred 
its attention to the Jewish community, with 
numerous Jewish representatives interviewed 
on the subject of ‘racial attacks’ on their 
brethren. Altogether, an overwhelming 
portion of interview time was given to 
members of the Asian and Jewish commun- 
ities and to a catalogue of their alleged 
sufferings. Against this, the Whites were 
given scarcely any hearing at all, with the 
notable exception of BNP spokesman 
Richard Edmonds, who presented the party’s 
case admirably despite having the best parts 
of his presentation edited out when they 
contradicted the theme of an almost one-way 
tendency of racial antagonism. Mr. Edmonds 
apart, the only attempt to interview another 
white person was when a local woman 
attending one of the marches was asked was 
it not true that most of the ‘racial attacks’ 
were by Whites against Asians. On her reply 
of ‘‘no’’, the interviewer started to browbeat 
her, whereupon a young white man came 
into the picture clearly angered by: this 
hectoring. After telling the TV reporter that 
he had come to the scene just to cause 
trouble, the young White ended by 
addressing to him a. familiar old Anglo- 
Saxon injunction which, roughly translated, 
means ‘‘Go away!’’ No doubt the Panorama 
team thought they were scoring a very 
clever point by featuring this in unexpur- 
gated form in the eventual broadcast. Well, 
the young man might, with more judicious 
calculation, have chosen his words with a 
little greater care. On the other hand, the 
sentiments they expressed could be said to 
represent, in down-to-earth East End terms, 
what by this time millions of ordinary 


Contd. on page 20 


WHEN EDUCATION 
CAN BE USELESS 


JOHN TYNDALL joins a debate recently started 
by the Prime Minister 


PRIME MINISTER Major let loose a 
lively controversy at the end of March 
when in an interview with ITV’s Sue 
Lawley he expressed his doubts about the 
value of formal education, going on to say 
that numerous people of his acquaintance 
who possessed high academic qualif- 
ications were ‘wholly useless’ when it 
came to practical work and common 
sense. Mr. Major’s observations on these 
matters were by way of a reply to a 
question from the interviewer concerning 
his own very limited scholastic record. 

The Premier, after being extremely 
evasive about the precise number of O-levels 
he had to his name, went on to say that he 
had never been  over-impressed with 
academic qualifications. He, he admitted, 
had been ‘pretty idle’ at school but had 
achieved a broad understanding of a whole 
range of things in what he called ‘the 
university of life’. 

Agitated reactions were predictable, and 
one of these came shortly afterwards from 
newspaper columnist Mary Kenny, writing 
in the Daily Mail on March 30th. She, she 
said, had left school with only two O-levels 
and had been trying hard ever since to make 
up for the opportunities she had missed. She 
was thoroughly convinced, she went on, of 
the values of a sound education, preferably 
including university, and she cited three 
people who had been highly successful in 
public life after having in the first place been 
extremely distinguished academically. These 
were Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, Harold 
Wilson and Harold Macmillan, all premiers. 

Miss Kenny continued by saying that Mr. 
Major’s comments on education were 
extremely unhelpful to parents currently 
trying to motivate their sons and daughters 
to study hard for coming exams, and she 
made an observation of the obvious when 
saying that ''You cannot be a doctor, a 
lawyer, work in a laboratory, pilot an 
aeroplane, negotiate a business deal in 
French or teach engineering merely equipped 
with common sense. Skills have to be 
learned,’’ she asserted, ‘‘and the best form 
of proof of that standard of learning is an 
exam result.’’ 


TWO VIEWS 


There are of course two points of view in 
this debate, and each of them has some 
merit on its side. In a sense Mr. Major is 
right in saying that a great many people with 
first class academic background are lacking 
in common sense and useless for practical 


tasks. In another sense Miss Kenny is also 
right in stating that in a great many careers 
— indeed probably the majority — some 
certification of competence, in the form of 
an academic degree, is indispensable. The 
controversy is not a new one, of course; it 
has been going on for a very long time, and 
neither argument is very original. The 
discussion caught my own interest, however, 
because like Mr. Major in this if in nothing 
else, I was idle for much of my time at 
school — except on the playing field. I left 
with three O-levels, which were supple- 


mented by two more a little while afterwards. 


— not an academic achievement of any 
enormous distinction. I went from school, 
not into university, but into the Army, which 
was normal for young men of my gener- 
ation. That institution I found to be 
immensely valuable in the way of character- 
building — which as a school for life I have 
always rated above the acquisition of 
learning. This is not a denigration of 
learning per se but only a statement of what 
I believe to be the correct order of priorities. 
If a young man goes out into the world with 
a strong foundation in the way of character, 
he can then build on this by adding learning 
to it as he goes along — perhaps in the way 
of further formal education, perhaps by self- 


education by means of private study or 
perhaps simply by practical experience in 
what Mr. Major calls the ‘university of life’. 
If, on the other hand, that same young man 
grows up in the pampering atmosphere of 
one of today's average modern schools, and 
then continues this process in the hothouse 
environment of a contemporary university — 
all without influences around him which 
stimulate the development of the priceless 
quality of manhood — he is likely to be 
extremely poorly equipped for life in the real 
world. And, looking at things from a 
national point of view, a large aggregate of 
young men of this type, churned out by the 
schools and universities according to modern 
process, will not comprise the raw material 
of which powerful and successful nations are 
made. Such men might indeed become good 
doctors, good lawyers or proficient in 
foreign languages, but will these skills be 
exploited for purely personal benefit or will 
they be harnessed to sound national 
purposes? This question will surely depend 
on factors other than those of mere academic 
development alone. Strong nations most 
certainly need large quantities of individual 
skills, including intellectual ones; but they 
also need a climate of common sense 

Contd. overleaf 
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A British public school, from an old painting. No matter what its standards of 
academic excellence, if it absorbs the spirit of a ‘liberal’ society it will not equip its 
pupils to cope with the real world. 
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WHEN EDUCATION 


CAN BE USELESS 
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governing the outlook and decisions of 
political leadership; and they also need an 
element of toughness in their attitude to the 
world in which they have to survive. 
Academic institutions of the kind we have 
today are gravely lacking in the facilities 
required to develop the latter two attributes. 


POOR TEACHERS 


If I may be excused for again referring to 
my own background, I had every oppor- 
tunity for a very good education. That I did 
not take it I ascribe to two factors above all. 
One, hinted at previously, was an excessive 
enthusiasm for sports: prowess and accom- 
plishment on the cricket and rugby fields 
always seemed much more important at that 
time than prowess and accomplishment in 
the classroom. Perhaps the role models 
immediately to hand were an influence in 
this: the super swots and high mark-earners 
in my class seemed decidedly unimpressive 
specimens and most definitely not the 
fellows I would have wished to emulate. But 
added to this was the absence of any strong 
motivational force from the teaching staff to 
hand. They seemed to consist uniformly of 
a bunch of grey and thoroughly forgettable 
figures — knowledgeable in their subjects, 
maybe, but utterly lacking in the qualities of 
personality and character needed to impress 
themselves on a healthy young lad and 
inspire him to improve himself in academic 
performance. Not one of them was able to 
make his subject come ‘alive’, and thus 
convince this particular pupil that it was well 
worth excelling at. In another climate, and at 
another time, all this might have been 
different. But in my case it was not to be. 

It was only when I had left school that the 
thirst for knowledge began to form, and the 
driving force in all this was an increasing 
absorption in politics — not politics of the 
conventional kind, with a seat in parliament 
seen as the badge of success, but politics 
entered into in a burning sense of crusade to 
right the manifest wrongs of society. 
Beginning in the time of my national service 
and continuing throughout my twenties and 
thirties, I read a vast amount of material 
. relating to political questions which, in sum 
total, must have exceeded by a long way the 
curricular content of the standard university 
course of learning. 

This is not to berate the latter, for in it 
there is (or at least should be) an element of 
discipline that is lacking in the kind of 
private study that I have described. The 
voracious reader will choose books and 
newspaper and magazine articles as take his 
fancy. He will assimilate those facts that he 
finds interesting and not necessarily always 
those which most enhance his capability in 
the subject. His study will range widely and 
sometimes carelessly, while not being con- 
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trolled by constraints of coming examin- 
ations. He will not be tested except by 
himself, and then only in the most subjective 
way. No, there are benefits in a formal 
course of higher education that are not to be 
found in the kind of disjointed reading to 
which I submitted myself, and I am the first 
to appreciate the value of them. 

But there nevertheless remains a great 
deal of validity in the claim made by Mr. 
Major concerning the general uselessness of 
so many people living today who have gone 
through school and university with distinc- 
tion and who have ample degrees to their 
name; and it is undoubtedly true that there 
are many others, whose education has been 
of a less formal kind, who are better able to 
get done some of the vital jobs that society 
needs to be done. Probably this fact of life 
holds good for any time, and any place. But 
I believe that there are reasons why it is 
applicable especially to the Britain that we 
inhabit in the 1990s, and this I will try to 
explain. 


PRODUCT OF SOCIETY 


An educational system will at all times 
and places be a reflection of the society of 
which it is part: the society which produces 
it, which finances it and which sets the goals 
of achievement to which it is dedicated. 
These goals in turn will be a reflection of 
the basic ethics, priorities and values which 
hold sway in that society at any particular 
time. This is so obvious as hardly to need 
stating; but too often, in our analysis of 
educational problems, we lose sight of it. 

In a society in which the dominating value 
system is one of liberalism, the educational 
establishment is going to be an establishment 
given up to the nurture of liberal ideals, 
ethics, lifestyles, goals. It will be an estab- 
lishment which will set itself the purpose of 
producing men and women of the type 
thought to be needed to provide leaders of a 
liberal social, economic, cultural and 
political order. Moreover, in the whole 
manner in which that educational estab- 
lishment conducts its affairs it 1s going to 
mirror the liberal value-system to which it is 
attached. 

Conversely, an educational establishment 
that is the product of a society and a culture 
whose values are fundamentally illiberal is 
going to be moulded in accordance with a 
wholly different set of principles and will 
pursue a wholly different set of goals. 

At this stage it is necessary, perhaps, to 
define precisely what is meant by the terms 
‘liberal’ and ‘illiberal’. We should not make 
the mistake of equating ‘liberal’, as many 
do, with an atmosphere of academic 
freedom. In the older sense in which the 
term ‘liberal’ was understood, there 
undoubtedly was room for a degree of 
liberalistic procedure in centres of education 
in as much as this provided the setting for 
free and unfettered academic enquiry: for 
open debate in which every subject — but 
particularly subjects dealing with political, 


moral, philosophical, theological and cultural 
questions — was examined in a spirit which 
acknowledged no forbidden areas, no taboos. 

But what we understand by ‘liberal’ today 
has almost nothing in common with that 
happy environment. Today's ‘liberalism’ is 
narrow, bigoted, intolerant and supremely 
and self-righteously certain of the absolute 
correctness of the world-picture, or welt- 
anschauung, to which it is committed. In ite 
centres of education the ideals, ethics and 
social and cultural values that are part of 
that world picture are assumed to be so self- 
evidently right that debate over them is 
thought to be not merely superfluous but 
positively dangerous, in as far as any 
contrary opinion is seen as subversive to the 
whole civilised order of things, in much the 
same way as the theories of Copernicus and 
Galileo were once thought subversive to the 
unquestioned truth that the world was flat. 

By contrast, it is perfectly conceivable, 
and in practice fully possible, for an educ- 
ational system geared to serve a society 
decidedly not dedicated to liberal ideals — a 
society governed by principles of nationalism 
and patriotism, by a spirit of strong authority 
and by a profound respect for tradition — to 
sustain an atmosphere of free enquiry in 
which no views or topics are forbidden, an 
atmosphere not by any means dominated by 
dogma, an atmosphere in the very best sense 
‘liberal’. 

Liberalism, from its one-time position of 
being a spirit of challenge to dogma, has 
now become itself the most powerful of all 
dogmas, and as such has taken a grip of our 
world of education just as it has taken a grip: 
of virtually every other institution in our 
society, and it has moulded that world of 
education to its own image, its own ideals, 
its own goals, its own ‘truths’. 

But what if, as an increasing number of 
thinking people in Britain today believe, 
these ‘truths’ happen to be fundamentally 
wrong? 

The consequence of an educational system 
being given up to the maintenance of such 
‘truths’ and to producing a population 
trained to serve those ‘truths’ will be, to say 
the least, chaotic. And in such a situation it 
will be a thousand times more valid to claim 
that intelligence and common sense, rather 
than mere academic learning, are the most 


important ingredients of success in life. 


Likewise it will be a thousand times more 
valid to say that a great many of those who 
have attained high educational standards are 
‘wholly useless’ in the practical tasks needed 
to make a society work. 

Of course, in the various recognised 
professions — the law, medicine, etc. — 
education and theoretical learning are 
essential. That goes without saying. 

But the sphere with which Mr. John 
Major is familiar, and in which presumably 
he has found his examples, is the sphere of 
politics. And in politics, where common 
sense and practicality are at a premium 
perhaps more than anywhere else, there is - 
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going to be the greatest contrast between the 
world as envisaged by high-minded ‘liberal’ 
professors inhabiting ivory towers at Oxford 
and Cambridge and the world of reality with 
which national leaders have to deal every 
working day of their lives. 


THE ETERNAL CONFLICT 


We will never entirely eliminate the 
conflict between high intellect, as developed 
in the rarified atmosphere of the university 
study and lecture room, and man’s practical 
sense, as developed by means of his natural 
intelligence, instinct and experience. Such a 
conflict will always be present, and it will 
be manifest in some individuals who have an 
abundance of one but not of the other. 

But that conflict can be minimised in a 


society that is adapted to the real world — 


which is a world wholly out of tune with the 
world believed in by modern liberals — and 
whose educational institutions are a 
reflection of that adaptation. Those instit- 
utions will then be geared to training men 
and women to live, to survive and to 
succeed in the world that is, not the world 
that fits cosily into liberal dreams. And those 
institutions will not only impart learning; 
they will also be devoted, at least equally, to 
building character. And out of a balanced 
combination of learning and character will 
come another priceless attribute: instinct — 
something that is abysmally lacking in our 
‘liberal’ environment of today, which 
teaches us that instinct is bad and that 
‘civilisation’ is something we attain by sub- 
merging and negating it. 


The one great pity is that Mr. Major 
himself, who has done us the service of 
reminding us of some of these truths con- 
cerning the limits of education and the 
virtues of common sense, does not in his 
own conduct of affairs put into practice the 
lessons of what he says. Clearly something 
is missing from the equation. 

Could that something be a combination of 
character and instinct — worthy 
commodities which our age seems only too 
ready to overlook? 

And could it be lack of this happy balance 
that accounts for the fact that the three 
educated examples cited by Miss Kenny, 
while outstandingly successful players of the 
party political game, were spectacular 
failures in the job of leading Britain? 


FROM THE VARSITY 
VIEWPOINT 


JAMES MOTTRAM follows up an article 


the state of our schools 


I FEEL an instinctive sympathy with the 
intelligent sixth-former who is the author 
of the article ‘They call this education?’, 
appearing in the March issue of Spear- 
head. Anyone familiar with what is 
euphemistically described as the 
educational process must endorse all that 
he has to say about the extent to which 
young people are exposed in schools and 
through the media to multi-racial propa- 


ganda and other political indoctrination by - 


left-wing lunatics. Opposing points of view 
are rarely ever allowed expression by 
teachers, who sanction sexual perversions 
and support the use of violence in pursuit 
of political objectives of which they 
approve — people who are as devoid of 
moral responsibility as they are of intell- 
ectual ability. - 

I wish I could assure ‘Sixth-Former’ that 
on obtaining a place in a university — as 
indeed he should — he might find himself in 


more desirable company, but my own 


experience of half a lifetime spent in univer- 
sity teaching compels me to admit that this 
is, to say the least, unlikely. 

My period of service in the educational 
field prior to a welcome early retirement 
coincided with two decades of the rapid 
expansion of so-called *higher education' in 
the late sixties and seventies. It was then the 
sole ambition of every university professor 
to extend the boundaries of his own empire, 
regardless of any other consideration, and, if 
necessary, by enrolling as undergraduates a 
species of moral and intellectual riff-raff that 
should never have been permitted within a 
mile of an institute of higher education. 
University teachers made no protest when 


university entrance requirements ceased to 
be any kind of evidence of academic ability, 
and, in consenting to such an abuse of the 
educational system, they  debased the 
currency and betrayed the trust of intelligent 
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and hard-working young men and women, 
still to be found in university departments 
and believing themselves to be obtaining 
valuable qualifications. 

: Contd. overleaf 
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Students on a *Gay Rights! demonstration in London. According to the author, 
universities of modern times are largely recruiting grounds for ‘‘a species of moral and 
intellectual riff-raff that should never have been permitted within a mile of an institute 


of higher education." 
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FROM THE VARSITY 


VIEWPOINT 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


THE ‘STUDENT REVOLUTION’ 


*Sixth-Former's' comments remind me of 
the irresponsibility and inanity tolerated in 
universities at that time and, in particular, of 
the ‘Student Revolution’: the cult of the 
cow-bell worn around the neck and, amongst 
allegedly *male' students, the growing of 
long tresses of hair flowing down to waist 
level. These creatures, always anxious to 
boast about their concern for the welfare of 
the starving millions of the Third World, 
were eager to identify with every kind of 
charitable impulse at home or abroad. What 
they meant by charity, of course, was giving 
away other people's money. But had anyone 
suggested to them that they might sacrifice 


some of their own money or creature 
comforts in order help the underprivileged 
they would have considered such a person 
unquestionably insane. 

Much has rightly been said about the 
shameful neglect of training facilities in the 
United Kingdom. There are even some 
inhabitants of ivory towers who express 
contempt for the high order of skill amongst 
those craftsmen and -women who serve in 
useful industries that once made us into a 
wealthy nation, Such a deficiency of training 
in industry is urgently in need of remedy. 
We must not, however, confuse such 
training programmes with what passes for 
*education' in some university departments 
today. Many of those emerging from our 
universities are semi-literate but with 
degrees in English, graduates in business 
studies who are unfit to manage a sub-post 
office, and students of ‘history’ for whom 


that subject is the universally accepted lie. 

And what is sinister is that, while such 
people are by any reasonable standard unem- 
ployable, they find their way into welfa-e 
and social services and begin to employ e: -h 
other. Social workers who read horror 
comics and have power to take away 
children from responsible parents, and other 
busybodies who think the mother who taps a 
baby's hand to save it putting its fingers in 
the fire is guilty of assault, are not 
infrequently graduates of British universities 
with degrees in social sciences. 

Our one consolation in all this is that, like 
‘Sixth-Former’, there are intelligent young 
men and women who survive this process of 
indoctrination and the perversion of intell- 
ectual honesty to which they are exposed 
from childhood. They are our hope for the 
future. 


THERE /S SUCH A THING 
AS MODERNISM 


"Irendies' are no new phenomenon but have manifested 
themselves from as early as the 16th century, says 


LUCINDA TRAILL 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to The 
English Magazine, obtainable from BM 
Perfect, London W.C.1. 


‘MODERNISM’, it is sometimes argued, 
is a rather curious and perhaps mis- 
leading name for the ideology of perver- 
sion and anti-traditionalism which rules 
the contemporary world. After all, every 
sensibility must have been *modern' in its 
time; and if, as many of us believe, the 
day of modernism is drawing to a close, 
surely it will soon cease to be ‘modern’, 
and it may well be that some form of 
traditionalism will be the most modern 
ideology. Could we still call anti-tradit- 
ionalism ‘modernism’ under those 
circumstances? Should we call the passé 
notions which already seem to belong 
more to the second and third quarters of 
the 20th century than to the future 
‘modernism’ even now? 

In our view the answer to these questions 
is yes. ‘Modernism’ does not simply mean 
what happens to be curreat at the present 
time. It is something rather different from 
and rather deeper than that. It is an attitude 
towards currency and time; one that is so 
ingrained in the present world-outlook that 
many people assume it has been held by all 
people at all times. In fact, it is an attitude 
which we first find in the 16th century, and 
then only as something of a rarity. C.S. 
Lewis, in his monumerital English Literature 
in the Sixteenth Century, writes of Spencer's 
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contemporary, Gabriel Harvey:- 


"He was almost like a modern, concerned 
with period, with being contemporary, 
anxious to follow the change of the times. 
He proclaims in 1595 that 'the date of idle 
vanityes is expired' and a new age of 
Spartan austerity about to begin. Much 
earlier he had announced that the great 
period of 'tunges and eloquence' was 
coming to an end, and philosophy in 
‘divers morall [and] naturall matters’ 
would soon have all the credit. He is thus 
to be classed with Willes as a very early 
example of that historical attitude towards 
the present which has since become so 
common."' 


This is what we mean by modernism. A 
modernist is not simply one who holds the 
ideology current in his time, but one who 
believes that it is right because it is current 
in his time. One who believes that the 
present and the future have a special quality 
of rightness in and of themselves: that ‘later’ 
equals ‘better’ or ‘truer’; that ‘new’ equals 
‘right’ or ‘good’. 


CHRONOLOGICAL INTIMIDATION 


The other example of this attitude in the 
late 16th century is provided by Richard 
Willes, another very minor figure, of whom 
Lewis writes:- 


‘His most interesting production is, 
however, his introduction to the History of 
Travel, for here, to the best of my 
knowledge, we first meet that type of 


advertisement, since so common, which 
may be called chronological intimidation. 
Willes would have us buy his book because 
geography is the science of the future, 
because we are entering upon the geo- 
graphical age. ‘There was a tyme when the 
arte of grammar was so much esteemed... 
Than it was honourable to be a poet...that 
time is paste. There was a tyme when 
logicke and astrology so weeried the heads 
of young schollers...that tyme is paste. Not 
long since happy was he that had any skil 
in the Greke language.’ But we have 
changed all that, and now ‘all Christians, 
Jewes, Turkes, Morres, Infidels and 
Barbares be this day in love with geog- 
raphie.' "' | 


Today it is considered so natural that a 
man should believe an idea or espouse an 
ideology because it is *the coming thing' or 
‘the latest idea’, and reject another. because 
it is ‘out of date’, that most people assume 
it has always been so, and that all ages were 
"modern' in their own eyes and justified 
themselves in the same way that modern 
people justify themselves. But they did not. 
In what must be one of the most exhaustive 
studies of the literature of the 17th century, 
covering almost every writer of the smallest 
note, Lewis finds only two adherents of the 
doctrine of modernism, both from the last 
quarter of the century. It was only very 
gradually, in the course of the 17th and 18th 
centuries, that this attitude became wide- 
spread and ultimately predominant. 
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The early Protestants did not justify their 
revolt against the Catholic Church by 
suggesting that they were establishing a 
‘religion for our time’ or a faith ‘adapted to 
the needs of the present day’ as modern 
pseudo-Christians do. On the contrary, their 
whole justification was that they claimed to 
be returning to the original and pristine 
form of the faith. They were not ‘the next 
step in Christian evolution’ nor campaigners 
for ‘change’ or ‘progress’, but rebels against 
the changes which they believed to have 
taken place in the church, which, being a 
‘progress’ away from the original purity of 
the Christian revelation, could only be a 
degeneration. Even the most radical of 
Protestants — especially the most radical — 
would have fiercely argued that any ‘change’ 
applied to original Christianity could only be 
a change for the worse; that far from 
‘adapting the faith to the times’, he was 
Opposing and undoing such adaptations. This 
of course did not mean that he Catholic 
Opponent was in favour of ‘adapting to the 
times’. On the contrary, his justification was 
that he was the preserver of the tradition 
handed down from the beginning. They were 
agreed upon one thing: upon the legitimacy 
of the ancient and the illegitimacy of the 
new. Eath accused the other of innovation. 
Both agreed that whoever should be proved 
‘modern’ would, ipso facto, be proved 
wrong. 

Even in the 18th century, the term ‘revol- 
ution’ meant (as it should mean) literally a 
‘turning back’. It was justified not on the 
grounds of building a ‘brave new world’, 
but of returning civilisation to its pristine 
purity. | 


ENTER MARX 


Gradually the doctrine of modernism was 
accepted. Perhaps its purest expression was 
in the form of Marxism. Marx argued that 
there were no such things as absolute or 
objective values. All ethics and morality 
were merely devices serving the ends of the 
ruling class. There was no such thing as 
right or wrong. How then could one justify 
one's own cause? How could one say that 
socialism was right and capitalism wrong? 
Marx's solution was classic modernism. 
Socialism was historically inevitable. It was 
the coming thing, therefore it was right. The 
only criterion of right and wrong was 
position in time: ‘later’ equals ‘better’; 
‘new’ equals ‘right’. That is the sum total of 
Marxist ethics, and the perfect statement of 
pure modernism. 

The same idea has dominated the modern 
world for the past century and a half, though 
usually in more vague, diluted, sentiment- 
alised and illogical variants. 

From the foregoing it should be apparent 
that there is a doctrine of modernism. It is 
not simply ‘what happens to be modern at 
any given time’. It is a dogma which began 
life in the 16th century and reached its 
fullest flowering in the 19th; in its purest 
form, that of Marxism, it seemed for some 
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In this picture a so-called ‘expert’ is shown explaining how a shapeless heap on concrete 


_ Should be accorded the status of a piece of ‘sculpture’. Rubbish like this gains renown, 


not through its intrinsic merit, but only because the controllers of the art world have 
persuaded millions that it is ‘new’ and therefore ‘good’ 


time to be about to inherit the earth; but 


Marxism is now dying and modernism has 
passed its high noon. 

Anti-modernism is essentially the doctrine 
that truth is not relative and determined by 
the fluctuating events of history, but that 
right is right and wrong is wrong regardless 
of what happens or who wins; that beauty 
and goodness are always beauty and 
goodness; that truth is not subject to the 
historical process. As Yeats said in response 
to the Hegelian theory of history (upon 
which Marx based his dialectic): ‘‘I do not 
think the Spring vegetables refuted when 
over.'' 


TRADITIONALISM 


An anti-modérnist is almost certainly what 
may be termed a traditionalist, because if 
one believes that there are objective values 
which can be known, then one almost 
certainly believes that they have been known 
and that following the ways laid down by 
those who have known and taught them in 
the past — whether Christ, Socrates or 
Confucius — is the correct course. He will 
also believe that the accumulated wisdom of 
civilisation 1s not a thing to be discarded in 
favour of the latest scheme or notion. Of 
course, change is part of life and no period 
is quite like any other; but the anti-modernist 
believes in constructing a future in line with 
the principles of tradition, not necessarily 
one modelled upon all the externals of past 
ages, nor one which rejects all the benefits 


of later ages, but one which does not lose 
sight of the fundamentals of our moral, 
aesthetic and cultural heritage. 

The very fate of the word *modern' is an 
indicator of the progress of modernism. In 
Shakespeare's time, it meant 'vulgar or 
trivial'; something which has mushroomed in 
the present and has no venerability or 
antiquity behind it. In the 20th century it 
was almost a term of approbation. There is 
no reason that we should not now use the 
term *modern' in Shakespeare's sense. 
Indeed, to use it in the 20th century sense is 
a sign of modernism. 

We suspect that the doctrine of modern- 
ism will continue to be called ‘modernism’ 
long after it has ceased to be modern. 
Textbooks may one day refer to ‘‘the notion 
of *modernism' which flourished 200 years 
ago.’’ For modernism has nothing to do with 
being modern (in the sense of 'contem- 
porary’); it is a philosophy of life. 

What is true is that modernism depends 
for its very sustenance on being contem- 
porary. Like the dictator whose only justif- 
ication is that *might is right', once it is out 
of power, it has no claim whatever. The sole 
justification of modernism is that it is new, 
that it is the coming thing. When tradit- 
ionalism is out of fashion it can at least take 
solace in the fact that it is right. But when 
modernism is no longer modern, it is 
finished. Unlike the Spring vegetables, and 
unlike any other doctrine, it is refuted when 
over. 
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‘ANTI-RACIST’ HYSTERIA 


STATESIDE 


SAMUEL TAYLOR reports on the witch-hunts now being 
conducted against Whites in America’s universities 


In Britain at the present time the public is 
being bombarded by the media with lurid 
stories of ‘racial attacks’ (always committed 
by Whites against non-Whites but never the 
other way round). We are reprinting here an 
article which first appeared in American 
Renaissance, obtainable from PO Box 2504, 
Menlo Park, Ca. 94026, U.S.A. We feel the 
article should be of great interest to British 
readers because it sheds some illuminating 
light on the true facts behind the present 
outcry about so-called white ‘racism’, 
mounted by just the same kinds 
propaganda agencies in the United States as 
in this country. 


THE popular press has, for some time, 
been treating us to long articles about the 
‘resurgence of racism’ at America’s 
colleges. These stories have a predictable 


political slant and, by now, almost a 


standard format. They are also a complete 
misreading of what is happening. 
The usual story starts with a warning that 


today’s young people seem to be reverting to : 


the ‘intolerance’ and ‘bigotry’ of more 
primitive times. Next comes a recitation of 
‘racist’ acts, almost always with the implic- 
ation that only white students ever commit 
them. Then there is speculation about what 
may have caused this worrying trend, with 
a poke at President Reagan for having 
fostered an atmosphere in which ‘‘bigotry 
was acceptable.’’ A professor may be trotted 
out to say that today’s young Whites are 
racist because they didn’t live through the 
civil rights struggles of the 1960s. The 
stories end with encouraging accounts of the 
stiff measures colleges are now taking to 
combat ‘ignorance’ among white students. 

Curiously, the weakest parts of these 
stories are what is presumably the heart of 
the matter: evidence of white bigotry. Even 
the average reader must be struck by how 
tame the reported acts of ‘racism’ appear to 
be. But in the context of a major article on 
a major American problem, over which 
college presidents are wringing their hands, 
the absence of much discernable white 
‘racism’ somehow seems not to matter. If 
everyone says it is a terrible problem, then 
it must be. 

Let us look at the sort of thing that has 
thrown the nation's colleges into turmoil. 
During a late-night bull session at Southern 
Methodist University in Dallas (Texas), a 
white freshman reportedly said that Martin 
Luther King was a communist, and then 
proceeded to sing *We Shall Overcome' in a 
sarcastic manner. For this offence he was 
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made to do 30 hours of community service 
at a local minority organisation. A graduate 
student at the same university reportedly 
called a classmate a *Mexican' in what was 
claimed as a ‘derogatory’ manner after an 
intramural football game. Presumably he 
could have called him any kind of obscenity 
and not been punished, but *Mexican' got 
him 30 hours of service also. These 
incidents were thought worthy of mention in 
the New York Times of May 6th 1990. 

At Tufts University in Medford (MA), a 
student was put on academic probation for 
saying: ‘‘Hey, Aunt Jemimah!'' to a friend 
who was wearing a bandanna. A black 
bystander was offended and brought charges 
against the student for violating the college 
speech code. The university's reasons for 
punishing the student were murky at best. 
**We did not find evidence to support [the] 
accusation of [racial harassment], never- 
theless we decided [the student] still had no 
right to make the remark,” it reported. 

When a Brown University fraternity 
advertised a recent 'South of the Border' 
party with an invitation that showed a man 
sleeping under a sombrero, a student 
complained that this was 'insensitive' to 
Mexicans. All campus fraternities promptly 
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ONE RULE FOR THEM, ANOTHER FOR US 


agreed never to have any more ethnic theme 
parties. 

In 1989, 30 fraternity members from the 
University of San Diego were discovered by 
à park ranger as they were burning a cross 
in a nature preserve. They were quickly 
hauled before college authorities, to whom 
they explained that this was part of their 
initiation ritual, which was based on 
Emperor Constantine's conversion to Christ- 
ianity. Each pledge was to make a list of his 
faults and burn it in the cross's fire. The 
university was eventually made to under- 
stand that the ritual had no racial signif- 
icance at all. Nevertheless, the fraternity was 
put on probation for three years, forced to 
abandon the ritual, and its members each 
made to do 25 hours of community service. 
For good measure, every member of every 
fraternity and sorority on campus was made 
to attend workshops on racism. 

It would be hard to think of a more 
grotesque overreaction. The initiation ritual 
was held in private and was discovered only 
by accident. Everyone eventually agreed that 
it had nothing to do with race. And yet the 
mere fact of having burnt a cross was reason. 
enough not only to punish those who did it, 

| Contd. on next page 
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. Blacks on the march in Liverpool. When they demonstrate in favour of their own side, 
they are ‘standing up for their rights’: when Whites do the same thing, it is ‘racism’. 


but to take measures against every other 
fraternity. As in the case of the ‘Aunt 
Jemimah’ incident, neither ‘racist’ intent nor 
‘racist’ effect mattered. Anything that an 
over-imaginative non-White could possibly 
construe as ‘racist’ appears to be a crime. 
Most of the time, when ‘racist’ incidents 
- are reported in the news, it is impossible to 
find out what the circumstances were. In the 
fervour to stamp out ‘racism’, what 
happened is less important than the 
excitement of unmasking another white 
‘pigot’. Nevertheless, some campuses take 
‘racism’ so seriously that they make official 
investigations of it. The whole story may be 
markedly different "from what the news- 
papers tell us. 


BEETHOVEN AT STANFORD 


In the fall of 1988, Stanford was one of 
many campuses said to be afflicted with 


white bigotry. Newspapers and magazines 


repeatedly referred to a notorious incident in 
which a white student drew thick lips and 
kinky hair on a poster of Beethoven to make 
the composer look black. This was ail that 
was said about the incident, but the reader 
was to understand that the poster was a 
definitive act of racism at one of America's 
most prestigious universities. 

According to an official Stanford report — 
which no journalist seems to have read — 
the incident started with a conversation 
among undergraduates in which.a Black 
claimed that all music in America has 
African origins. A White asked about 
Beethoven, and was told that Beethoven was 
black. The White laughed at the idea. Later 
that night he came across a Stanford 
Orchestra poster of Beethoven, worked it 
over with a crayon and hung it outside the 
black student's room. 

For this, the unhappy White was put on a 
kind of student trial, before more than 100 
people. He defended the poster as ‘satirical 
humour’, and as a jab at the ‘ethnic aggress- 
ivity' of non-Whites. This brought down the 
wrath of the assembled Blacks, who called 
him an 'arrogant bastard' and demanded that 
he be expelled from his dormitory. The 
meeting went into an uproar that left several 
students in tears. 

Two days later, white students in a mostly 
- black dorm found notices under their doors 
telling them to leave. The same notice 
appeared on the residence bulletin board. 
Someone also defaced the photo display of 
residents by punching holes in the white 
faces. A few signs went up around campus 
calling for vengeance for the poster incident 
and urging students to ''smash the honkie 
oppressors!’ 

In addition to local coverage, the 
Beethoven poster has been mentioned in at 
least three different New York Times articles. 
It was cited in Newsweek, Harper’s 
magazine and even in the ABA [American 
Bar Association] Journal. Not one story 
mentioned the claim about Beethoven being 
black or the anti-white hysteria that 
followed. Two years after the fact, the 


poster was still being paraded as an example 
of pure white racial prejudice. Perhaps we 
may be justified in wondering whether we 
are getting the full story in other reports on 
white ‘racism’. 

Sometimes, of course, ‘racist? incidents 
are deliberately provoked by non-Whites 
who know that they can only profit from the 
collective breast-beating they know will 
follow. Some college administrators have 
wondered privately how much of the 
insulting graffiti that occasionally turns up 
on buildings has been the work of non-white 
provocateurs. 

Some cases of racial ‘harassment’ have 
been exposed as provocation. Sabrina 
Collins, a black student at Emory University 
in Atlanta, gained national attention when 
she received death threats in her mail, her 
dormitory room was repeatedly ransacked 
and racial insults were scrawled on the walls 
and floor. She was so traumatised that she 
curled up into a ball and refused to speak. 
An investigation showed that the episodes 
began just as Miss Collins came under 
investigation for violating the university’s 
honour code, and that she had staged 
everything herself. 

The head of the. Atlanta chapter of the 
NAACP (National Association for the 
Advancement of Coloured People) said that 
so long as the incident highlighted the 
pressures that Blacks face on mainly white 
campuses, ‘‘it doesn’t matter to me whether 
she did it or not."' 

Astonishingly, university officials agreed 
that worrisome questions about white racism 
had been raised, even if Miss Collins had 
done everything herself. 


ANTI-WHITE RACISM 


Of course, there are also hateful acts by 
non-Whites against Whites. These are very 
lightly reported and never become national 
news. Furthermore, just as non-white crime 
against Whites is rarely scrutinised for racial 
motives student ‘racism’ is usually thought 
to be an exclusively white failing. 

Nevertheless, the worst outrages cannot 
be entirely ignored. For example, four black 
football players at the University of Arizona 
went to jail in 1989 for hunting down 
solitary Whites and beating them up. Three 
of the Blacks were on scholarship and the 
biggest was a 6ft 4in, 255-pound lineman. 


‘Whites must search their souls. 


In December 1990 a white student 
attending mostly black Tennesee State 
University was beaten in his dormitory room 
by a couple of hooded black men. Another 
white student at the university carries a knife 
and sleeps with a baseball bat because of 


. repeated death threats. 


Brown University was considering asking 
help from the FBI when, in the opening 
weeks of the 1989 school year, Whites were 
attacked by Blacks on 16 different occasions. 

Why are crimes like these barely reported 
and quickly forgotten while the Stanford 
Beethoven poster lives on in the national 
news? Why was the poster itself big news 
but the anti-white reaction to it not worth 
reporting? Current dogma holds that racism 
is America's most grievous affliction. 
Whites are guilty of it and non-Whites are 
innocent. Whites are so guilty of it that even 
when a black student fakes a racial incident 
Dogma 
leaves no room for anti-white racism, so it's 
best to ignore it. 

Amidst all the talk of surging campus 
racism, the Carnegie Foundation actually 
spent a year studying the extent of it, and 
published a report in the Spring of 1990. It 
surveyed 500 officials who are involved in 
the quality of student life, and asked them 
about trends in racial harassment on their 
campuses over the past five years. 11 per- 
cent of the officials thought things had 
gotten worse, while slightly more — 13 per- 
cent — thought things had improved. 35 per- 
cent said there had been no change, and the 
largest number of all — 40 per-cent — said 
there never had been any problems. When 
the officials were asked how many racial or 
ethnic incidents there had been on their 
campuses in the past year, fully 78 per-cent 
said there had been none, and 12 per-cent 
said there had been one. That left 10 per- 
cent who reported more than one. 

It doesn't sound as if there is a raging 
race problem that must be fought on all 
fronts. But the study does suggest why an 
incident like that of the Beethoven poster has 
been so widely reported: there's not much 
else to write about. If the charge of 
pervasive white racism is to be made to 
Stick, there must be examples of it. The 
same incidents — and the same distortions — 
can be written about over and over if 
necessary. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


The effect of modern education is not ignorance but error — not that men 
don't know, but that they know with the deepest conviction so many 
things which are not true. The modern problem is predominantly moral. 
Men will neither seek nor recognise truth, unless they have the goodwill to 


surrender to it when they find it, and to recognise it as something greater 
than themselves, their opinion and conven-ience. Not all the talking in the 
world, nor any human means whatever, can impart humility to the soul of 
man. God alone can move the human will efficaciously without violating 


its inherent freedom. 


Christopher Hollis 
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TIME TO REVERSE 


NAVAL DECLINE 


The revival of sea power, says DOMINIC STUART, is 
essential to Britain’s future 


BRITAIN has always been, is today and 
always will be, a maritime nation. The 
strength of our Empire was built upon 
trade links defended by what was up until 
World War II the largest, most powerful 
and best navy on earth. 

Since the Second World War our position 
has dropped from that of undisputed 
number-one naval power to a dubious 
number-three, even possibly number-four. 
Since 1979 the Royal Navy has been 
reduced from 59 destroyers and frigates to a 
mere 40. Our Tory Government, which 
claims to place high priority on national 
defence, says that the calibre of our ships 
has increased to such a degree that these 40 
are more effective than the 59 possessed 
previously. This is undoubtedly so, but 
maybe someone should point out to the 
Government that the same can be said for 
the newer ships of most other navies. 

By far the most remarkable phenomenon 
in the world of sea power since 1945 has 
been the meteoric rise of the Soviet Navy. In 
less than 50 years this Navy has progressed 
from little more than a coastal defence force, 
confined to the Baltic and Black Seas, to the 
undoubted number-two in the world, and a 
very serious contender for the position of 
number-one, currently held by the US Navy. 

Under the influence of Admiral Gorchkov, 
the Soviet leadership saw how essential sea 
power was to the spread of global influence 
on the part of the Soviet Union. This rise of 
sea power has accelerated without parallel 
since 1975 with the Russian Balanced Fleet 
Programme of that year, which is not 
dissimilar to the German Z-Plan of 1938. 


CONTRARY TO GLASNOST 


Far from conforming to the ideals of 
glasnost and perestroika, the Soviet Navy is 
proving both to be myths of unprecedented 
hypocrisy. | 

By continuing with their Balanced Fleet 
Programme of 1975, the Soviets have since 
1985 commissioned two aircraft carriers of 
65,000 tons, each capable of bettering all 
three British Invincible Class carriers (a 
mere 20,000 tons each) put together; one 
aircraft carrier of the Klev Class (able 
easily to match the capabilities of one 
‘Invincible’), to go along with three others 
commissioned in 1975, 1978 and 1972; two 
guided-missile battle cruisers of the Kirov 
Class, whose capabilities rival even those of 
the US Iowa Class battleships (a class of 
which we British have had none since the 
premature demise of HMS Vanguard in 
1960), to. join two others commissioned in 
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1980 and 1983; and 23 major cruisers and 
destroyers of the Slava, Sovremenny and 


. Udaloy Classes. 


And all of these go to supplement a navy 
which in 1985 had the largest submarine 
fleet in the world and outnumbered the 
Royal Navy by more than six to one in 
major surface combatants. 

The only parallel to the Russian naval 
expansion since 1945 is the British naval 
contraction! 


ABANDONMENT 


In 1966 it was decided by Her Majesty's 
Government (in which the Defence Minister 
was the former communist Dennis Healey) 
to ditch aircraft carriers, just when HMS 
Eagle was proving their potential for global 
power deployment by enforcing, ironically, 
an oil blockade against Rhodesia by flying 
air patrols to watch for blockade runners off 
the coast of Mozambique. It was decided to 
cancel the plans to build a new class of 
50,000-ton aircraft carriers codenamed 
CVA-01 and to phase out the Eagle, Ark 
Royal and Hermes by the mid-seventies. The 
plan was to buy US-built F-111s to replace 
the aircraft deployed at sea. It is interesting 
to note that as part of the arguments for 
shore-based aircraft the RAF ‘moved’ Aust- 
ralia 400 miles west into the Indian Ocean in 
order to make the F-111s range-viable from 
likely bases! 

We were told that aircraft carriers were 
obsolete and that they and their escorts 
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RIVAL AT SEA 


presented too big a target for missile attacks. 
So to counter the Soviet threat and provide 
adequate anti-submarine, escort and light air 
strike facilities for the Navy we would rely 
on a new design, the ‘through-deck’ cruiser. 
These ships are now known as the Invin- 
cible, Illustrious and Ark Royal, and they are 
simply not up to the job of global power 
deployment. Nor, as it happens, are the rest 
of the fleet. 

The Royal Navy's performance in the 
Falklands War was admirable, and even 
remarkable considering the equipment avail- 
able to it. But it needn't have been such a 
*damned close-run thing', as the Iron Duke 
would have put it, if that fateful decision had 
not been taken in 1966. 

Just one aircraft carrier capable of 
operating Phantoms and airborne early- 
warning aircraft (like the old Ark Royal, 
scrapped in 1979) could well have prevented 
the tragedies of Sheffield, Coventry, Ardent, 
Antelope and Atlantic Conveyer, and worst 
of all the bombing of the Welsh Guards in 
Bluff Cove. For just one proper carrier 
could have provided far more adequate 
combat air patrols and airborne early- 
warning patrols, giving us forewarning of 
Argentine air strikes and the ability to 


destroy far more of them. 


MASSIVE EXPANSION NEEDED 


At present the Royal Navy has some 
excellent ships, such as the Batch III 
Contd. on next page 


One of many Kirov Class aircraft carriers in service with the Soviet Navy. Thanks to 
successive governments, Britain has no matching capability 


Broadsword Class and the new Duke Class 
coming into service. But these ships aren’t 
nearly enough to measure up to the power of 
the Soviets. What is needed is a massive 
expansion of the RN, including fixed-wing 
aircraft carriers capable of operations similar 
to those of the American Nimitz Class of 
90,000-plus tons. 

If we are to achieve our rightful place 
among the world’s naval powers (and if we 
do not do we shall become nationally 


impotent) we must rebuild our navy on a 


vast scale from the wreckage caused by . 


successive post-war Labour and Tory 
Governments. 3 

We must build a balanced fleet in which 
aircraft carriers play their full and deserved 
role. There is a place too for battleships for, 
as the US Iowa Class showed during the 
recent Gulf War, these too are at the cutting 
edge of global power deployment and must 
stand alongside guided-missile cruisers, 


destroyers, frigates and submarines. 

Such an extensive building programme 
would, among other things, cure the present 
ills of the British shipbuilding industry — 
another victim of post-war governments — 
and provide tens of thousands of new jobs in 
the process. 

A revived Navy would contribute greatly 
to the re-emergence of Britain as a world 
power. It is a must for the future. 


The college of political truth 


A secret I must tell you which you must repeat to none. 


It really is a secret not to tell to anyone. 


We come from the Col' of Polit' Truth, or CPT, 
But this college is not quite what you'd expect that it should be. 


The truth is that the truth we teach is not the truth at all; 
For if we really told the truth it surely would appal! 

We aim to teach deception at this college so sublime 

So that graduated students can deceive you all the time. 


That handy word 'democracy' deceives so many folk. 


You have to hand it to us for this very cunning joke. 


We teach the use of trigger words, Pavlovian ding-dong bells; 
We teach intimidation, blackmail, duress and much else. 


We aim to teach deception at the Col’ of Polit’ Truth. 
We make an utter mockery of polling at the booth. 
Some gentry from the BBC may also hail from here — 
Tis rumoured that they tattoo CPT upon their rear! 


RICHARD MOLESWORTH 


Report on the Leuchter Congress. 


From JOHN PEACOCK 


IT WAS Munich, on March 23rd. Shortly before 


breakfast I went for a stroll around the city 


centre, and a newspaper headline caught my eye. 
It was claimed that chaos and disorder would 
result if the European Leuchter Congress was 
allowed to go ahead. The report stated that as late 
as Friday evening the owners of the meeting hall, 
despite all legal proceedings having been followed 
and an agreement signed and sealed, had capit- 
ulated under threats of violence and damage and 
cancelled the booking. 

Over breakfast the discussion was about so- 
called ‘democracy’ and the fraud of ‘free speech’. 
We were in Munich to support the courageous 
men and women who have long campaigned to 
establish the truth about the so-called ‘gas 
chambers’. As we are not ‘fair-weather’ polit- 
icians, the threats of violent opposition caused us 
no concern at all. 

We made our way across the city to the 
Deutsches Museum, where we joined about 700 
people from all over Europe and indeed further 
afield. A group of leftist/anarchist punks complete 
with PA system blasting out jungle music had 
observed our progress through the square close to 
the museum, where they had assembled to 
demonstrate against those attending the Congress. 
We experienced only one problem: that of coping 
with the foul stench. 

The Congress organisers are to be commended 
in overcoming the obstacle posed by the loss of 
the booking in a determined and ingenious way. 
They arranged to hold the meeting outdoors on 
the forecourt of the Deutsches Museum. In this 
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Justice for All: A magazine highlighting 
injustices inflicted by the establishment on 


members of. the Loyalist community in 
Northern Ireland. Subscription £10.00 for 


one year. For sample copy send cheque or 
PO for bOp with large SAE to: 5 Shankill 
Road, Belfast BT 13. 


IN MUNICH 
FOR THE 
CONGRESS 
On left is 
John 
Peacock. 
Second right 
(in fore- 
ground) is . 
Keith Axon. 
In centre to 
rear is Fred 
Leuchter. 


ELECTION FUND: 


£375.00 RAISED 


The total in contributions to the British National Party Election 
Fund since the opening of the fund last month is £375.00. T his is 
a reasonably good start but there is a long way to go still — and a 
very large part of the figure so far raised is due to the generosity of 

. Just two people, both of whom have donated three-figure sums. To 
these we are particularly grateful but thanks indeed to all who have 


sent in money. 


The fund has been launched in order to provide the party the _ 
. financial means to wage a powerful election campaign at National _ 
Headquarters levei. The money is separate from that that will be 
needed by various regions around the country to finance. the 
- deposits and supporting campaigns for BNP. candidates. ~ 
Please mark all donations ‘BNP Election Fund’ and send them to 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. SAEs with money wona 
make receipting easier and reduce staff work. : 
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“AIN'T GONNA 
TAKE IT NO MORE!" 


IAN CHRISTIE looks at the role of country music in 
stimulating white racial consciousness and identity 


THE indigenous music of the Southern 
States of America is widely known as 
‘Country and Western? or, more popu- 
larly today, simply ‘Country Music’. The 
music has long existed in the American 
South, though in the beginning it didn’t 
even have a name; it was just the music of 
a people — a music treasured by the folk 
of the area, passed on from generation to 
generation as it had been from the first 
day that the settlers made this new land 
their home, and before that in their 
European (mainly British) birthplaces. 

The music was relocated and the songs 
subjected to change with the passing of the 
years, but it continued to come to life after 
a lengthy day's toil as family and neighbours 
gathered in homesteads to pass time 
together. The music was the nucleus of 
barn-dance merrymaking, and it travelled 
between Southern communities by means of 
wandering musicians, whose main instru- 
ment was the fiddle — a raising of the bow, 
a hoot and a holler, and the dance was on! 

With advances in communications, the 
music made progressive strides in the 1920s. 
The birth of a great number of radio stations 
in the American South forged its popularity, 
while the fledgling record industry began 
recording local performers with the intention 
of selling the Southern White Man's music 
to the Southern white population as a 
welcome alternative to the  insidiously 
pervasive jazz and blues — as alien to white 
sensibility then as they are today, along with 
the ‘rap’ and ‘hip-hop’ claptrap. 


RACIAL IDENTIFICATION 


By the 1930s the music was enjoying 
fantastic success with a loyal white audience 
which identified racially with the articulation 
of emotion expressed in the songs. The 
music also gained an identity, ‘hillbilly’, 
which progressed into modern country 
music, an essential part of White America's 
heritage. 

Today, Country Music is still the music of 
the *Majority', unsullied by many attempts 
to mongrelise the genre with jungle rhythms 
and other minority influences. It remains 
what it has always been: an emotive 
expression of white consciousness, typified 
by the words of a song which tells of one 
man's growing rage at the vanishing of 
moral values, the decline of law and order, 
the prevalence of drug-taking, child abuse 
and murder, and his determination to tolerate 
it no longer:- 

“I have to work like a dog to make ends 
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meet, 

While there's crooked politicians an' crime 
in the street. 

I’m madder than hell, an’ I ain't gonna 
take it no more! 

"Im the kinda guy that's quiet as a 
mouse, 

But if I catch somebody breakin' into my 
house 

Ive a 12-gauge shotgun waitin' on the 
other side! | 

“If Pd my way with people sellin’ dope, 
I'd take a big tall tree an' a short piece of 
rope, 

An' let 'em swing till the sun goes 
down!" 


With lyrics like these, is it surprising that 
critic Richard Goldstein, writing to a young 
female readership, charged that country 
music was ‘threatening’ to minority 
sensibilities, and recommended instead the 
lubricious lilt of negro rhythms?? 


WORLDWIDE FOLLOWING 


Country music has now moved far beyond 
the American South, and it is widely known 
and enjoyed by white people the world over. 
In fact a 1989 Gallup poll showed it to be 
the most popular musical form in Britain, 
with a staggering 49 per-cent of the 
population listening to it regularly. 

And so, the music has come full-circle, 
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EXPONENT OF WHITE MUSIC 
Slim Whitman (above) is one of the most 
popular country singers. According to the 
writer, country music is still the music of 

the ‘majority’. 


from its British and European folk origins to 
the United States of America, where the 
scraping of the fiddle blended with the 
wailing of steel guitars to give it new 
dimensions, and eventually back to the 
countries of its birth, to be embraced by 
milions of Whites in preference to the 
zombifying din of the ‘music’ of the 
minorities which still continues to pollute 
our airwaves — until, like the man in the 
song, we ''ain't gonna take it no more!" 


1 Charlie Daniels, Simple Man, LP (CBS 
466495-1). 

? Wilmot Robertson, 7he Dispossessed Majority, 
page 255 (available from BNP Book Service). 


BOOK REVIEW 
Combatting 


the ‘aliens’ 
by MICHAEL EASTER 


King Rock and the Aliens, by Huw Dare - 
(Ossian Press) 219pp. 


THIS BOOK can be recommended to nation- 
alist readers for two distinct reasons: it is a 
jolly good read; and it is very sound 
politically. 

King Rock is a British rock star who finds 
that he has great powers of influence over 
his fans, and decides that he wants to use 
this influence for a good purpose. The story 
describes how the ‘aliens’ have also 
observed King Rock's powers and how they 
befriend him and use those powers for their 
own purposes. However, King Rock gets 
wise to their plans and thus the story 
develops! 

The ‘aliens’ are people who first became 
apparent in Eastern Europe over a century 
ago. These 'aliens' are working for world 
domination. Their principal weapon is their 
knowledge of ''the secret of money."' 

The book describes just about every trick 
used by the 'aliens' to promote their puppet 
humans and destroy those they perceive to 
be their enemies. An experienced nationalist 
will recognise their tricks and be able, 
perhaps, even to put real names. to their 
characters. For example, one such character 
is buying control of the major newspapers 
and book distribution businesses. 

King Rock and the Aliens is an easy book 
to read and can be read just for entertaiment 
value. However, it is the best refresher 
course on the strategy and tactics of the 
enemies of nationalism that has yet been 


devised. 


SIR: Having watched BBC1’s Panorama on 
April 8th, I must ay that I have rarely seen 
a more one-sided portrayal of any subject. 

However, the cameras were able to find a 
number of very undesirable characters on the 
side of the BNP. Their appearance and foul 
. language must have done much damage to 
the party. Is it not possible to avoid the 
company of such people? Obviously, the 
media are being provided with a big stick to 
discredit the BNP and all it stands for. 

My criticism is intended to be construct- 
ive, but I do not think that dirty linen should 
be displayed in public. 

P.J. FEEHAN 
Norwich 


EDITOR'S NOTE: In two events filmed by 
the BBC cameras for the Panorama pro- 
gramme a number of auxiliary supporters, 
not actual members of the BNP, were 
present. It is impossible to regulate 
completely the appearance and dress of all 
those who appear on these occasions. The 
great majority of those taking part in these 
events were tidily dressed and conducted 
themselves with decorum. It is natural, 
however, that the BBC would give special 
prominence to those who were the few 
exceptions to this rule, thus distorting the 
picture. 


SIR: As a member of the BNP and reading 
our publications, I have been increasingly 
aware of a dichotomy in our argument in 
terms of Britain being one nation and to 
Wales and Scotland being referred to as 
**regions of Britain.” 

Although Britain is a nation in the sense 
of being a United Kingdom, I feel that this 
has to be emphasised or Welshmen like 
myself can take offence and be driven into 
the arms of the ‘separatists’, because we 
would in that event at least be properly 
recognised as nations in our own right. Then 
Britain could break up — because nation- 
alism is on the rise in Wales and Scotland, 
and people are fed up with the old-gang 
parties and the mismanagement and chaos 
they have created. As the result in Neath 
showed, Plaid Cymru trebled their vote, 
whereas the Labour, Conservative and 
Liberal Democratic parties’ votes dropped 
dramatically. 


If we are strictly one nation, and Scotland 
and Wales are only regions, why on earth is 
it that we have a distinct history, heritage, 
culture and language, play as separate 
nations in the World Cup and have national 
flags, saints and costumes? I take a pride in 
these things and believe that they should be 
preserved and encouraged, as they are a 
product of our race. If they should be erased 
from history by the assimilation into one 
nation, Britain, it would be an insult to our 
dignity and to our forefathers’ contribution 
to the making of Great Britain. 

Cymru am byth! (Wales for ever!) 

M. ELLIS 
London W.5 


. EDITOR’S NOTE: It wasn’t our idea that 


England, Scotland, Wales, etc. play as 
separate teams in the World Cup. Any 
comments on this letter from our Welsh or 
Scottish readers? | 


SIR: Just before the multi-racial society was 
introduced into Britain, up here in Scotland 
we had five new towns built: Irvine, Glen- 
rothes, East Kilbride, Livingston and 
Cumbernauld. At the same time most of 
Glasgow's old tenements were demolished 
and replaced by new housing schemes (now 
mostly demolished or uninhabited). You will 
know of course of similar new towns 
elsewhere, such as Milton Keynes. 

The Government said at the time these 
towns were put up that they were built to 
create new jobs, etc., but what we are all 
now coming to realise is that they were built 
to accommodate the influx of immigrants 
coming into the country. 

P.S. How many lies did you count in the 
Panorama programme? 

| T. TAYLOR 
Cumnock, Ayrshire 


SIR: While reading the recent History Today 
publication's article *The History Debate', I 


was extremely disturbed to see that 
according to the current ‘History Curriculum 
in Schools’ students must:- 

**...realise that true patriotism celebrates 

the great moral force of the American idea 

of a nation that unites as one people the 

descendants of many cultures, races, 

religions and ethnic groups.” 

I have two points to make. Firstly, how 
can ary intelligent person possibly call the 
United States of today a ‘‘great moral 
force?’’ In that country the crime rates are 
higher than almost anywhere in the world. 

Secondly and more importantly, I am 
interested by the use of the word ‘realise’ in 
the extract. Such realisation, one would 
think, would involve extensive debate and 
discussion, from which a reasonable conclu- 
sion would be drawn. But this is not the 
case: ‘realise’ means to have the minds of 
Britain’s young people totally indoctrinated 
into believing in the virtues of multi-racial- 
ism, without any contrary opinion even 
allowed to be heard. 

D. PLUMSTEAD 
Colchester, Essex 


SIR: The ten-yearly census, taken this 


' Spring, included for the first time a question 


on people’s ethnic origins. However, instead 
of being used to find out the size and 
composition of the non-white population, the 
census leaflet only stated of this question 
that *'It will help assess the extent and 
nature of racial disadvantage and what needs 
to be done to overcome it."' 

How many ‘ethnics’ will be taken to court 
for failing to answer the census questions 
properly? And how many Whites will have 
spotted the trap in the phrasing of the 
explanation for the question given above? 

Is there any doubt that traitors infest every 
office in the land? 

A.S. PAULIN 
Romford, Essex 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD- 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for 
themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. 
Those wanting copies for themselves each month are recommended to take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


The follcwing rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 

British Isles: £11.00L1 Overseas unsealed surface mail: £12.750) Overseas sealed 
surface mail: £15.200) Unsealed air mail Middle East, N & S America: £17.750 
Unsealed air mail Australasia, Far East: £19.150 

Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If remit- 
tance is in other currency an additional charge of £5.50 is required in the case of 
cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying for 
banker’s commission and charges. 

Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 48p each; 20-49 copies: 43p each; 50-99 copies: 36p each; 100-199 
copies: 31p each; 500 copies or over: 24p each (For advice on postal rates please 
contact our office). 

All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items.. 
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BOOKS 7. 


THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP 
leader in prison, this is the book all nationalists have 
waited for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback; £4.00 paperback. An exposure of the 
financial power that seeks to dragoon mankind into a 
global police state. 1972, 288pp. 

THE ZIONIST FACTOR (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 

THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH -CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 


intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
ERATE ee look at modern world history. 1977, 
PP. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
92pp. 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure ofthe organisation and inflvence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. ! 
THE FORCED WAR (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. Thé 
book which revisionists have been awaiting for years. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ''...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 


thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in remittances 
sent for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt 
with more quickly if BNP Book Service is marked 
on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with asterisks. 


of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 


destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66p. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. ' 
RACE (J.R. Baker) £10.30. The author, a profess- 
ional zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

THE LEUCHTER REPORT (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German-occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
l6Spp. e. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain's 20th century declirie in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel's address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing 
defence of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 
THE BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL 
VANGUARD. £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting 
nationalist articles published between 1970 and 1982 in 
two uncompromising American magazines. 217 large 
pages. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 


WHAT 1992 
REALLY MEANS: 


SINGLE MARKET OR 
DOUBLE CROSS? 


by 
Brian Burkitt and Mark Baimbridge 


Warning to 
the Euro- 
integrators 
(See Col. 1) 


Published by British Anti-Common Market Campaign 


MAY 1989 Price: £1.50 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE 


154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP (Tel. 081 316 4721) 
NORMALLY .OPEN TUESDAYS TO FRIDAYS 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long-supp- 
ressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 


of being imprisoned without trial for four years during . 


World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 


stad) £2.50. Examines not only the *holocaust? but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well-argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 19774, 36pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 


AMERICA'S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 


CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 


collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 


BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author's Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled *Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. _ 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


. THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 


& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay onghe powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey's work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 


(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in 7he Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 9Spp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain's membership of the Common Market. 


: 1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain's disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. | 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many 
of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 


book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its. startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures un exist 
in today's world. 1987, 61pp. 

THE ÉLITE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 


£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


THE BABYLONIAN WOE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 


THE NAKED CAPITALIST (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America's and the world's financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


THE ARTHURIAN LEGENDS. £6.95. A beautifully 
illustrated anthology of Arthurian literature from 
Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A *must' for 
lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. The links between 


Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution are. 


proved beyond all question by an established scholar. 
1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

THE FRENCH REVOLUTION (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much-needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, Roose- 
velt’s son-in-law exposes FDR's responsibility for Pearl 
Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


ENOCH POWELL ON 1992 (R. Ritchie ed.) £14.95. 
A study of Enoch Powell's campaign against Britain's 
involvement with the EC, with quotations from Powell's 


speeches and articles. 1989, 177pp. 


THE DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS 
(Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates the folly 


of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


THE HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES (Paul Rassmier) £7.75. A socialist ex- 
inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can't smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
ICEBREAKER* (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world commun- 
ism. 1990, xvii, 364pp. 


SABOTAGE AND TORTURE* (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 


white airmen in Robert Mugabe's ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 
UNCONDITIONAL HATRED* (Capt. Russell 


Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

OTHER LOSSES* (James Bacque) £13.95. The war 
crime that has only just come to light. Up to a million 
German POWs starved to death in Rhineland prison. 
camps after the end of the Second World War on the 


Fera rig of Eisenhower. 1989, xxi, coi 


‘PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where specifically stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 

A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British. National Party. 40p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 23p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 47p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 


WHERE 


STAND 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


New BNP policy 
Statement 
(See this col.) 


attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Gulf War: Moslem threat (new leaflet). This leaflet 
points out how the war in the Middle East has exposed 
big internal divisions in Britain, with many Moslems on 
one side and most of the indigneous population on the 
other — another indicator of the harmful consequences 
of the multi-racial and multi-faith society. 

If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special 
favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 
by national and local government, and calling on Whites 
— particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 


Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 
Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 


charges of £3.60 for 1,000 and £4.15 for 2,000. 
BNP Posters (large) 


Tomorrow belongs to us! Picture of young couple with 
Union flags and mountain scene in background. Poster 
is in three colours and measures 17.7in x 24.85in. 


Price: 1-9 copies 30p each; 10-19 copies 26p each; 20-- 


49 copies 20p each; 50 copies or over l5p each. 
Postage cost should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 12g. 


BNP Posters (medium) 


THREE-COLOUR POSTER 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Poster version of 
leaflet on same theme (advertised in leaflet section). 
Contains photo of crowd of Chinese. 1-9 copies 15p 
each; 10-19 copies 13p each; 20-49 copies 10p each; 50 
copies or over 7!4p each. 


TWO-COLOUR POSTERS 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Poster version of leaflet on same theme 
(advertised in leaflet section). Collage of riot photos. 
Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 


She freezes in winter while Third World gets 1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA: 
murderers! Drawing of man holding hangman's rope 
with wife and youngster and flag in background. 
Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off 
boat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What's happened to free speech? Drawing of white 
man with gag. Caption draws attention to state 
oppression and imprisonment of those who protest 
against immigrant invasion. 

Support White South Africa! This slogan in large 
white letters on blue background. 

Prices of two-colour medium-sized posters: 1-9 copies 


` 12p each; 10-19 copies 10p each; 20-49 copies 8p each; 


50 copies or over 6p each. 

Medium-sized posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Postage 
costs should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 6g. 


BNP Stickers (two-colour) 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 

the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in. They are available in 

gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each containing 

BNP name and address and logo in red, white and blue. 

Gummed-back stickers cost £4 per 1,000 or 40p per 

100. Self-adhesive stickers cost £1.50 per 100. Postage 


Contd. overleaf 
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costs 32p per 100. 


BNP Stickers (single-colour) 
Stop immigration! Start repatriation! 


Asian invasion No! Repatriation Yes! 
(Oblong stickers in red on white background) 


BNP Circular sticker (two colour) 

BNP. Party logo with full name and address. 

The above stickers are self-adhesive and are priced at: 
80 copies £1 plus 27p p&p; 500 copies £6 plus 55p 
p&p; 1,000 copies £12 plus £1.05 p&p. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally '87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £16.00 plus 87p p&p. 


Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speechs by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyxdall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 


nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War II). 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the` national 
community’. 

Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) “The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 


Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
32p p&p. 


Other BNP publicity aids 

(Obtainable from 9 Johnson Place, Norwich 
NR2 2SA) 

BNP cards. Containing words ‘With 


compliments’ and featuring party name and address and 
logo in red, white and blue. Price: 50 cards at £2.00; 
100 cards at £3.00 (both including p&p). 


Allied publications 
We recommend the following three publications which, 


although not connected with the British National Party, . 


reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription (UK) £8.00 per year. 


-Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 

Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1F0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 


1740. Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading - 


British Nationalist 
British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly pasis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 42p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.40 (British 
Isles) or £7.40 (overseas surface-mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.50 + 87p post 
25 copies £5.50 + £2.52 post 
50 copies £10.00 + £3.15 post 
100 copies £17.50 + £4.00 post 


150 copies £25.00 + £4.30 post 
200 copies £30.00 + £5.00 post 
300 copies £42.00 + £6.05 post 
400 copies £55.00 + £6.05 post 
500 copies £65.00) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £125.00 ): by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please keep orders and enquiries concerning 
British Nationalist entirely separate from 
other correspondence in order to avoid 
confusion and delay. 


table. 


THE TRUTH ÁT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1.00. Write to: PO Box 
1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


'DEMOCRACY' AT WORK IN LEICESTER 


THE DEMENTED FACE OF ‘anti-racism’ 
revealed itself once more at Leicester on 
April 20th, when the British National Party 
staged a rally there to support the candid- 
ature of John Peacock, standing in this 
month's elections to the City Council. 

When Mr. Peacock arrived at the hall 
with about 100 supporters the BNP party 
was confronted with a raging, howling mob 
of about the same number, purporting to be 
demonstrating against ‘racism’. The faces 
and antics of the ‘anti-racists’ were an 
education to behold — leading many present 
to wonder if they had escaped from a nearby 
lunatic asylum. 

This travelling nuthouse, by some strange 
contortion of the language, was accorded by 
the police officer in charge the status of the 
‘general public’, and as such it was given 


equal right of entry into the meeting hall. 


along with supporters of the BNP. As regul- 
ations had laid down that no more than 100 
should be permitted into the hall, this meant 
that many of the latter had to spend the 
afternoon outside while an equal number 
from the menagerie of anti-BNP demon- 
strators sat inside. 

As soon as the meeting started it was 
clear that the ‘anti-racists’ had not come 


along to contribute a single constructive . 


opinion but only to howl the BNP speakers 
down. This they failed to do — due to the 
ample lung-power of Richard Edmonds, 
John Peacock and BNP Chairman John 
Tyndall, combined with a very efficient 
public address system. At the end of the 
speeches the BNP accorded to the mob the 
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courtesy of a question time, at which they 
were invited to state their opinions. Not one 
single one of them took up the invitation. 
Thus did the case for ‘anti-racism’ rest. 
Richard Edmonds, who acted as chairman 
for the day, put it in a way that could not 
possibly be bettered when he said that the 
crazed and howling pack of leftists 
assembled in the hall presented a perfect 


picture of ‘democracy’ at work. Indeed, if. 


anyone wanted to see in microcosm what 
was wrong with Britain today they only had 
to come to the meeting and observe this 
human zoo in action. 

Of course, the scene was not basically 
different from an average day in parliament, 
as anyone will testify who has witnessed that 
madhouse in session. 


THE MEETING 
Candidate John Peacock speaks. With him at the table are John Tyndall (left) and 
Richard Edmonds (centre) 


Tyndall US visit 
now on 


This is to inform our readers and friends 
in the United States that there has been a 
change in the situation since we reported in 
our March issue that John Tyndall‘s 
speaking tour of America was likely to be 
cancelled. The tour is now definitely on, and 
will be taking place between May 15th and 
June 3rd, incorporating a number of engage- 
ments. 

While precise locations of the meetings 
are not yet known, we can tell all those 
interested of the areas in which Mr. Tyndall 
will be speaking and the dates in question. 
Further information may be obtained by 
contacting the particular people and bodies 
promoting the meetings. Mr. Tyndall’s 
speaking itinerary will be as follows: - 


May 18th: Atlanta (Georgia). For further 
information contact Dr. Edward R. Fields, 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Ga. 30061. 

May 19th: Winston Salem (N. Carolina). 
Organised by the Populist Party of N. 
Carolina, PO Box 1424, Clemmons, NC 
27012. 

May 20th: Washington (DC). Organised by 
the Populist Party of Maryland, Rt. 2, Box 
75, Prince Frederick, MD 20678. 

May 23rd: Eastern Pennsylvania. Organ- 
ised by National HQ of the Populist Party, 
PO Box 1989, Ford City, Pa. 16226. 

May 25th: Northern New Jersey. For 
further information contact Mr. Chester 
Grabowski, Tel. 201 473 5414. 

May 28th: Los Angeles. Details of this 
meeting not yet available at time of going to 
press. 

June 1st: Chicago. For further information 
contact Dr. Edward R. Fields, PO Box 
1211, Marietta, Ga. 30061. 


Between these engagements Mr. Tyndall . 


will be having informal meetings with 
numerous leading activists in the patriotic 
and white racial movement in the United 
States and exchanging ideas and information 
helpful to the promotion of our common 
struggle on both sides of the Atlantic. He 
will naturally be pleased to meet American 
readers and supporters of Spearhead who are 
able to make it to any of these events. 


This Time the World (Lincoln Rockwell) 


£9.50; White Power (Lincoln Rockwell) | 


£7.50. Cheques/POs only to Life Rune 
Books, PO Box XG 22, Leeds LS14 6XN. 
Send SAE for lists. 


MEETING . 


Steven Books are holding a symposium in - 


Central London on Saturday, May 2bth. 
Speakers include Mr. W.D. Harrison on 
Lawrence of Arabia, Mr. Tony Wells on 
modern propaganda techniques, a spokes- 
man for Green Wave and Mr. Geoffrey 
Hamm, former assistant to Sir Oswald 
Mosley. Don't miss it! Tickets £2.50 from 
Steven Books, 10 Lincoln Way, Enfield, 
Middx. EN1 1TE. 


Contact your local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY js organised into active units extending over most of the 
areas. of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units.- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958,London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 


PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 

SOUTH WEST LONDON 

BCM Box 5103, London WCIN 3XX 
SOUTH EAST LONDON 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB10 8XU* 

BARKING & DAGENHAM 

PO Box 12, Dagenham, Essex: RM10 7HE 
WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11- 9JF 
EAST KENT 

73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, 
Ashford TN26 3QP 

EPPING FOREST 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 
SUFFOLK 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
NORFOLK 

9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 28A 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 

Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
DEVON 

PO Box 1, Torrington EX38 8HQ 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 
NORTH WALES 

PO Box 3, Llangefni, Anglesey L77 7UY 


‘LEICESTER 
‘PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 


PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. : 

PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 
NEWARK 

PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


PETERBOROUGH 

PO Box 211, Peterborough, 

Cambs. PE3 8JE 

BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 

LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 
ROCHDALE 

PO Box 156, Rochdale, Lancs. OL77 5LG 
LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
WAKEFIELD 

PO Box 101, Wakefield WF2 9XY 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 
EDINBURGH | 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
GLASGOW i 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


-PAISLEY 


PO Box 72, Paisley, Renfrew PA2 OBH 


DUNDEE 
PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR H 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on-Thames, Bromley (Kent), Newmarket, Colchester, 
Reading, Gloucestershire, Bristol, Hertfordshire, Bedford, Dunstable, Stourbridge, Grantham, 
Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Burnley, Blackburn, Blackpool, Halifax, Dewsbury, York, Tees- 
side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, Greenock, Ayr, Aberdeen and Inver- 
ness. If you want to make contact with any of these units, or start a new unit, please write 
to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


SUPPORT FUND. 


|J We ask our onder to beari in mind that, because of the kontro- 
versial nature of the opinions expressed i in these Sune we have 


handle our magazine. Iti is therefore not to be found. on salei in n high | 
street iced or Wesen Hence our Need for -o | 


tinancial 4 SUpport. 
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REPORT FROM THE 


LEUCHTER CONGRESS 
(Contd. from page 13) 


. way the public were able to see us and hear the 
speakers, who had come from the USA, France, 
Britain, Spain, Holland, Canada, Denmark, 
Sweden, Austria, Germany, Poland and many 
other countries. 

The main speakers were Fred A. Leuchter, 
who after being commissioned by Ernst Zundel 
produced the Leuchter Report for submission to 
the Canadian court on the subject of execution 
facilities at Auschwitz; Professor Robert 
Faurisson, who very nearly died two years ago 
after an extremely vicious attack by a gang 
calling itself ‘Sons of the Memory of the Jews’, 
and British historian David Irving, who has now 
become a target for the same kind of criminals 
who attacked Prof. Faurisson. 


GARBAGE ARRIVES BUT 
SHIRKS A FIGHT 


During the meeting a tram pulled up level with 
the assembled nationalists, its windows decorated 
with ‘anti-nazi’ slogans. The freaks we had 
encountered earlier had arrived. Like living 
refuse, they spilled out onto the pavement 
screeching obscenities. It was, however, a 
demonstration without enthusiasm — we know 
from our own experience how spineless these 
people are unless they have a big preponderance 
of numbers, which they lacked on this occasion. 

What a great pleasure it was to meet with the 
man about whom the leader of a group called 
‘Holocaust Survivers’, Miss Shelly Shapiro, said: 
‘Leuchter is a danger to the public!” 

Fred Leuchter said: ‘‘I believed in the nazi 


WHAT WE THINK 


(Contd. from page 4) 


British viewers must have been feeling about 
the grossly biased presentation of the 
programme and the arrogantly self-righteous 
tone of its producers — typical white liberal 
TV operatives who are never happier then 
when doing down their own people. 

No doubt the purpose of this Panorama 
broadcast was threefold: (1) to whip up a 
climate of hysteria over alleged white 
‘racism’ and thus increase pressure for a 
further tightening of legislation against all 
expression of opposition to immigration and 
to the multi-racial order; (2) to intensify 
guilt feelings among native British white 


genocide. I had no reason to disbelieve.” In fact 
when he agreed to go to Poland on Zundel's 
behalf he made it quite clear that he judged that 
the facilities at Auschwitz were in fact 'gas 
chambers', and that this would be included in his 
report. But, in his own words: ''I was appalled to 
learn that much of what I had been taught in 
school about 20th century history and World War 
II was a myth, if not a lie. I was first amazed, 
then annoyed, then aware. The myth of the 
‘holocaust’ was dead.” 

Nationalists in particular will know how how 
rare it is to find people with the strength of 
character to stand up for the things they know in 
their hearts to be right when by doing so they 
stand to anger immensely powerful interests. Fred 
Leuchter, Professor Robert Faurisson and David 
Irving are just such people. Historical revis- 
ionists travel down a mostly lonely and dangerous 
road. They are labelled ‘nazi’ and ‘anti-semitic’, 
and many of them are even criminalised in order 


to protext wicked and corrupt governments. It is 
to their great credit that they battle on. 

The opponents of historical revisionism do not 
have any answer to the latter’s arguments, so they 
change the rules of ‘democracy’ to deny them a 
hearing — as was attempted in Munich on this 
day in March. 

The day concluded with a visit to one of the 
enormous beer halls for a most enjoyable social 
evening. Over a stein of Trappist beer we all 
agreed it had been the least we could do to travel 
to Munich and show our support for the unsung 
heroes of our time. The weekend had been a huge 
success and new friendships were forged with 
nationalists worldwide. 


Racial Loyalty: A newspaper for the survival 
and advancement of the White Race. Please 
send 25 US dollars by IMO for one year’s 
subscription (surface mail) to COTC, PO Box 
400, Otto, NC 28763, U.S.A. 


breathing down our necks! 


scanner, software, etc. 


people; and (3) to ‘do down’ the British 


National Party. 

Our observations, for what they are 
worth, is that in respect of (1) the pro- 
gramme probably had some success; in the 
case of (2) it succeeded much less than was 
hoped for, since Britain’s Whites are 
increasingly seeing through this ‘guilt’ 
nonsense; and in pursuit of (3) the pro- 
gramme was a complete failure. Of course 
there are millions of boobies, largely among 
the nation’s middle classes, who will be 
fooled by the deliberately crude portrayal of 
the BNP (rough language, cameras ‘zooming 
in’ on skinhead-type boots, etc.) and will in 
consequence congratulate themselves on their 
wisdom in doing nothing to support the 
struggle to save Britain from the alien 


Tax Fund: £595.00 needed! 


Since last month’s appeal to our readers to contribute money to 
our special Tax Fund, we have to date received donations totalling 
£405.00, for which we are exceedingly grateful. This leaves 
£595.00 still to be raised to reach our target of £1,000.00, a 
hundred of which must be raised very quickly as the tax people are 


This special fund was necessitated by the large increase in our 
income tax liability this year as a result of the contributions we 
received in the previous year towards the purchase of our new 
range of desktop publishing equipment: computer, laser printer, 


Any further donations should be marked ‘Tax Fund’ and sent to: 
Spearhead, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


invader. But there are also a great many, 
belonging to those sections of the populace 
from which patriotic resistance has custom- 
arily come in the most vigorous form, who 
will see through the lies and the bias and 
will identify instinctively with those native 
East Enders who are fighting to defend their 
neighbourhoods, their traditions and their 
heritage. When seen from this standpoint, 
the Panorama programme of April 8th will 
come to be recognised as very much of an 
‘own goal’ by the establishment. We are 
informed by BNP office that in the following 
days the telephone hardly stopped ringing 
with messages of support, congratulation and 
enquiries. This was the voice of the real 
people of Britain, whom the TV mandarins 
never of course bother to consult. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING y 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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